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NOTES ON A FEW SPECIES OF ASHEVILLE 
FUNGI 

H. C. BEARDSLEE 

(WITH PLATE 4, CONTAINING 3 FIGURES) 

The last instalment of North American Flora, vol. 9, part 5, 
has greatly interested me. The number of species of our fleshy 
fungi which are considered is very great and the amount of work 
which has been done will doubtless be of much value to all stu- 
dents of the fungi. Some of the conclusions reached would seem 
to admit of some argument, but time and discussion will doubtless 
settle the doubtful points. 

At present I am interested in some of the species considered as 
doubtful. A few of these have seemed to me to occur in my col- 
lecting grounds. 

Among these doubtful species, the one which was most of a 
shock is Mycena stylobates. A very interesting Mycena occurs 
at Asheville, which is doubtless the one on which the reports of 
Mycena stylobates have been based. It is very distinct, and has 
so many of the characters attributed to Quelet's species that I 
have always referred it there. Plate 4, f. I, which accompanies 
these notes, shows its characters fairly well. As I have found it, 
the pileus was 4-6 mm. broad, pale-gray in color, thin and mem- 
branous, campanulate, becoming expanded, striate to the disk, and 
bearing a few scattered hairs, which are plainly visible under a 
lens; gills free or nearly so, ventricose, distant; stipe 2-5 cm. 
long, filiform and fragile, glabrous, seated on a flat disk which is 
marked with distinct striations and fringed with a row of bris- 
tles; spores 6 X 3 ,u. The peculiar and striking feature is the base 
of the stipe. I have seen no other species which resembles it in 
this particular. In the figure, this feature can be distinctly seen. 
It will be seen that our plant answers the description very well 
except that the color as it occurs here is pale-gray and not white. 
Stevenson says of it, however, "commonly wholly white, but 
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varying gray, becoming azure-blue." Judging from this, the 
color would hardly be an insuperable barrier. 

Our plant is at all events a very striking and distinct species 
and we should have some name for it. Personally, I shall prefer 
to call it Mycena stylobates, but at any rate it is too distinct and 
interesting to be excluded from our flora. 

Mycena Iris Berk. seems also to occur here. I find at Asheville 
specimens which do not seem to differ from specimens of Berke- 
ley's species which were found in Sweden. The group of forms 
which are to be found at Asheville with blue mycelium at the base 
of the stipe is very perplexing, and I have found my views as to 
the number of species which can be recognized changing. I find, 
however, a form, often growing on the ground which has seemed 
to me M. Iris. It is fairly large, 12-16 mm. and has the margin 
of the pileus clothed with curious blue fibrils, which are closely 
glued down to the surface of the pileus and give it a very distinct 
appearance. These fibrils seem to be largely lacking in the 
smaller forms which are found growing on logs, but are quite 
plain in the European plant. Whether we have more than one 
species in this group has seemed uncertain to me. In this con- 
nection it may be noted that Bresadola, early in Fungi Tridentini 
describes Mycena calorhiza with blue mycelium, but later on de- 
cides it to be a form of Mycena Iris. Evidently the same per- 
plexing forms with blue mycelium occur in Europe. 

Omphalia strombodes Berk. & Mont. is another species which 
seems to need attention. As it is described, it has the spores 
"subglobose 4-5 K long." An European species has been de- 
scribed and figured by Bresadola as Clitocybe xanthophylla, after- 
ward transferred to Omphalia. This agrees well with our plant 
in form, but is, as Bresadola writes me, distinct from the species 
described by Morgan in its spores. These he describes as subo- 
vate and pointed at one end, 7-8 X 4-5 pt. This would seem in 
these days ample difference for specific distinction. 

The difficulty which I find in regard to the plant that occurs in 
North Carolina is that it agrees rather with Bresadola's descrip- 
tion than with Morgan's. I have this summer examined about 
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a dozen collections, by setting the pilei on slides and measuring 
the abundant spores which were deposited. The prevailing form 
is exactly as Bresadola describes it in his plant, except that I 
find the spores a little larger than his limit. They are frequently 
9g, long, but are always ovate and pointed in the typical spores. 
There would seem, therefore, to be no valid reason, if the species 
are only distinguished by the spores, to consider our species dis- 
tinct from Omphalia xanthophylla. The question is, however, 
whether we have two species in the United States or one. I have 
had no opportunity to examine fresh material from Ohio to ascer- 
tain whether the Ohio plant that Morgan found is different from 
the North Carolina plant. The fact that a small per cent. of 

spores are to be found in every deposit which are shorter and 
which could be reconciled with Morgan's measurements, makes 
me doubtful in regard to the distinction of the species. At all 
events, our plant would seem to be certainly Bresadola's species, 
and either the spore measurements given for 0. strombodes 
should be modified or Bresadola's species should be added to our 
list of Omphalias. 

Omphalia integrella (Pers.) Quel. appears almost every sum- 
mer at Asheville. It is too small for a good photograph, but is 
so distinct that its identification is not difficult. As it occurs here, 
its distinguishing marks are the narrow and rather thick gills. I 
know of no other species which resembles it at all closely. I have 
felt very certain of its identity. 

Omphalia gracillima Weinm. appears occasionally. In size and 

appearance it resembles Peck's Marasmius albiceps. It is, how- 
ever, amply distinct from it. I find it pure-white, with a delicate, 
white stipe and the spores 6 X 3 /. Bresadola has seen and ap- 
proved my specimens. Pl. 4, f. 2, shows its appearance as well 
as can be expected in so minute a plant. 

Omphalia cuspidata Quel. I have found a few times. Pl. 4, 
f. 3, shows its appearance well. It is pure-white and very small. 
Both the pileus and stipe are thicker than would be expected in 
so minute a species and the pileus has a strong umbo. The gills 
are narrow, distant, and usually forking. It is found in wet 
places on old leaves, and can easily be overlooked on account of 
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its small size. My material and photograph were submitted to 
Bresadola and the determination approved by him. He said of 
it: "Identical in form and notes with 0. cuspidata Quel. To me 
your plant is absolutely this species." 

A number of other species seem worth discussing but this in- 
stalment will probably be sufficient at this time. 

ASHEVILLE SCHOOL, 

ASHEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA. 

EXPLANATION OF PLATE 4 

Fig. i. Mycena stylobates. 
Fig. 2. Omphalia gracillima. 
Fig. 3. Omphalia cuspidata. 
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